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1. Claims 7, 9, 12-18, 20, 30 and 31 are objected to for the following reasons: 
Claim 7 is objected to because the recited "securing means" describes elements 333 

shown in Figs. 3 and 4 for exclusively securing the display unit, whereas antecedence to securing 
means in base claim 1 refers to elements for securing the stand rather than the display unit, 
which are distinct components different from each other. 

Also in claim 7, in line 2 "each" should precede "having" to indicate that both upright 
members have respective channels. The same goes for parallel claim 30. 

Similarly in claim 31, "each" should precede "have" in line 2. 

In claim 9, "the housing" has ambiguous antecedent basis. It is not clear which element 
is considered housed. 

Claims 12-18 are objected to because the term "the tray" (recited in line 5 of claim 12) 
lacks antecedent basis. It appears to refer back to "an upper plate" recited in line 4 of the claim. 

Claim 20 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. The limitation of the base having a 
bottom plate is already recited in base claim 19. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or 
amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in 
independent form. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Or (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Pesce 
(cited by applicant). 

The video display stand of Pesce (noting Figs. 3 and 4) includes a base wall 14 having 
plural upright wall members 20, and a top wall 18 that serves as a tray for display unit 8 (Fig. 1). 
The tray is supported by the base by way of walls 20. Tray 18 includes a rough surface 26 and 
handles 42 (Fig. 2) to retain the display unit. Elements 50 and 52 releasably secure the display 
stand between the front seats of a vehicle, as shown in Fig. 1, thereby meeting claim 1. 

As for claim 6, base 14 has four upright members: two side walls 20, a front panel 
member 16 and another front section (not numerically labeled) at the very front of the wells 36, 
parallel to front panel 16. 

As for claim 9, the display housing is a polyhedron, as shown. 


3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pesce in 
view of White. 
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Pesce calls the display unit 8 a television but does not specify the type that is used. 
Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to mount any kind that 
is readily available, such as a typical CRT as taught by White (col. 1 line 15), who also notes that 
a 9" diameter CRT is of a suitable size, as he also discloses mounting a display in a vehicle 
between front seats. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pesce in view of 
Meritt (cited by applicant). 

As pointed out above, Pesce calls the display unit 8 a television but does not specify the 
type that is used. Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
mount any kind that is readily available and therefore easy to obtain, such as a typical CRT or 
LCD as taught by Meritt (col. 1 lines 50-52). 

5. Claims 1, 7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mclntyre in view of Meritt. 

The mounting system of Mclntyre (noting Fig. 1) includes a base 21 that includes two 
upright side members 22, the base comprising a bottom plate as shown (as well as an attached 
bottom plate 12 connected by a wing nut 24 as shown). Support members 30 together serve as a 
tray (better seen in Fig. 4) which is supported by base member 21 by way of side connectors 31, 
wherein the tray arrangement is used to support an electronic device R (Mclntyre uses a radio as 
an example). Through apertures 14a enable releasable securing the stand over the drive shaft 
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hump in a vehicle. The drive shaft hump, as is well known, can extend between the two front 
seats of the vehicle. 

Mclntyre points out that the electronic appliance can be any kind of appliance besides a 
radio (col. 3 line 40 - col. 4 line 2). In view of this allowance, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to mount a television, as taught by Meritt, to thereby allow the rear 
seat passengers with additional entertainment. 

As for claim 7, the securing means of the housing (applicant is reminded that this 
securing means cannot be the same as that recited in base claim 1) includes two support members 
30 which include upright sections as shown, which form respective channels that accept the 
appliance which can be removed therefrom, as shown (noting Fig. 1). 

As for claim 10, the tray has an adjustable width by virtue of elongated slots 32a, to 
accommodate appliances having different dimensions. 

6. Claims 19, 20, 25, 26, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Truong. 

The vide display stand of Truong (noting Fig. 3) includes a base 26 having a bottom plate 
(stiffener member) 46 and plural upright members (walls 20). Housed television unit 12 is 
supported by the base, the housing supporting the TV unit, and the TV unit is further adapted to 
be retained by front seats of a vehicle (noting Fig. 2) by way of straps, thereby meeting claims 19 
and 20. 

As for claim 25, plate 46 serves as a tray and is positioned between the TV housing and 
base 26. 
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Regarding claim 26, the straps releasably secure the TV stand (noting Figs. 2 and 14). 
As for claim 28, the TV housing has a polyhedral shape (as shown). 
Considering claim 29, the housing is held in place by tensile forces between the front 
seats and the housing (the housing contained by the stand shown in Fig. 3). 

7. Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Truong 
in view of Meritt. 

Truong mentions that unit 12 is a television but does not specify the type that is used. 
Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to mount any kind that 
is readily available and therefore easy to obtain, such as a typical CRT or LCD as taught by 
Meritt (col. 1 lines 50-52). 

8. Claims 30 and 3 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Truong 
in view of Mclntyre. 

In Figs. 3-5, Truong discloses having the stand so formed to allow for variable 
dimensions to accommodate televisions of different sizes (e.g. col. 6 lines 4-1 1). 

In view of this explicit benefit, it would have been obvious to incorporate any alternative 
means that can adjustably secure of a display device, at that of Mclntyre disclosed above whose 
stand/housing forms two channels from which the appliance can be retained and removed. His 
two upright members allow for vertical adjustment by virtue of plural screw apertures. 
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9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

10. Claims 2, 3, 1 1-18, 2 1, 22 and 27 appear allowable over the prior art. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor R. Kostak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7348. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 6:30am-3:00pnx 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David W. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
Or faxed to: 
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(571) 273-8300 


Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 308-HELP. 


Victor R. Kostak 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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